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December of this year, over 161,000 bene-
ficiaries will receive a Social Security check 
that is reduced by a whopping $234.60 for the 
month. That is why over thirty-five senior orga-
nizations, including the AARP, the Gray Pan-
thers, Alliance for Retired Americans, National 
Caucus and Center on Black Aged, National 
Council on Aging and the United Jewish Com-
munities to name a few, have contacted Mem-
bers of Congress urging immediate action on 
reauthorizing this program. 

As many of my colleagues know, the Quali-
fied Individual program has suffered from un-
certain reauthorization and funding since it ex-
pired in 2002. Since its expiration, it has hob-
bled along on a series of Continuing Resolu-
tions—falling on the mercies of our oft-hurried 
appropriations process. I firmly believe that 
this program is of utmost importance—that 
costs us so little when we consider its impact. 
We should reauthorize it with all due speed, 
not subject it to the hurricane relief tennis 
match between the House and Senate leader-
ship. 

In the alternative, H.R. 3800, a bill intro-
duced last month by Representatives KUCINICH 
and LATOURETTE, of which I am a cosponsor, 
is a straightforward bipartisan bill to extend the 
Qualified Individual program for one year. I ap-
plaud these Members for their leadership on 
its introduction. 

If we cannot wrest the QI–1 program out of 
the political volley surrounding hurricane fund-
ing, I urge the House leadership to bring H.R. 
3800 to the floor for immediate consideration 
and passage. We have the power to fix this 
and I urge my colleagues to reauthorize the 
QI–1 program now. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H. Res. 501, legisla-
tion that will extend the important Transitional 
Medical Assistance and Qualified Individuals 
programs. Over the past few years, these pro-
grams have been reauthorized by short-term 
extensions that offer low-income beneficiaries 
of the programs few assurances that they will 
be able to depend on the benefits in the fu-
ture. While I support this extension bill, Con-
gress should be acting I today to make these 
programs permanent. 

The TMA program provides an important in-
centive for low-income individuals to move off 
of welfare and into employment by ensuring 
continued access to health care. Health insur-
ance is a critical factor in everyone’s employ-
ment decisions. Without TMA, many families 
would have little incentive to move off of wel-
fare and leave behind the Medicaid benefits 
that TANF beneficiaries often receive. TMA al-
lows for extended health care coverage when 
low-income families lose traditional Medicaid 
benefits due to an increase in income. While 
four months of TMA coverage is assured 
under current law, the six-to-twelve month ex-
tension that families so often need falls under 
a legislative sunset. While our action today will 
extend this coverage, we should be making 
this extension permanent. 

Likewise, we should be acting today to 
make Medicare’s QI-1 program permanent. 
This program is critical for Medicare bene-
ficiaries whose income is between 120% and 
135% of the federal poverty level, as it pro-
vides these individuals with assistance with 
their Medicare Part B premiums. Since Quali-
fied Individuals are not otherwise eligible for 
Medicaid, the QI-1 program is critical in ensur-
ing low-income seniors’ access to physician 
care. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the efforts of the bill 
sponsor to swiftly enact this important legisla-
tion. However, I regret that it includes extra-
neous provisions that would limit Medicaid and 
Medicare beneficiaries’ access to certain 
classes of prescription drugs. Physicians, not 
Congress, know best when a prescription drug 
is medically necessary, and the government 
should not interject in decisions between a pa-
tient and his doctor I about the proper course 
of treatment. 

Despite those reservations, this bill offers 
important benefits to low-income individuals’ 
access to health care, and I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting it. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
see that the House and Senate have finally 
worked out their differences to extend two pro-
grams that provide important health care as-
sistance for low-income elderly and working 
families. 

The Qualified Individual, QI, program pro-
vides assistance with the cost of Medicare 
premiums for certain low-income individuals. 
The Transitional Medicaid Program, TMA, pro-
vides temporary Medicaid coverage to families 
moving off of welfare to the workforce. 

This legislation considered today merely 
provides a short-term extension. I continue to 
believe, however, that these programs should 
be made permanent. First, they are good pro-
grams that provide much needed assistance. 
Second, we should avoid the situation we find 
ourselves in now, particularly with respect to 
the QI program, where States and CMS were 
unsure whether or how to continue the pro-
gram as funding expired on September 30. 

We must also consider making program im-
provements to both programs that would sim-
plify enrollment and retention of eligible indi-
viduals. I recently reintroduced legislation, 
H.R. 3980, the Medicare Beneficiary Assist-
ance Improvement Act, to address this matter 
in the QI program. And I have also included 
such provisions for the TMA program in H.R. 
2071, the Family Care Act of 2005, which I re-
introduced earlier this year. 

Finally, I have concerns about the provision 
we are using to pay for these extensions. This 
provision strikes Medicare and Medicaid cov-
erage of particular drugs that had been pre-
viously covered. The provision, in the out 
years, raises more revenue than is needed for 
these short-term program extensions. We 
should have saved the remainder to use for 
another day. But despite these reservations, 
there is great urgency in extending the QI and 
TMA programs, so I am supporting the pack-
age. 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LATHAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 501. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 

declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 23 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1615 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 4 o’clock and 
15 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
announces that further proceedings on 
the motion to instruct conferees on 
H.R. 2744 will resume tomorrow. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman 
Williams, one of his secretaries. 

f 

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY IN 
KATRINA’S WAKE 

(Mrs. SCHMIDT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day I attended a Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure sub-
committee meeting entitled ‘‘A Vision 
and Strategy For Rebuilding New Orle-
ans.’’ I found it to be interesting, and I 
am excited for the opportunity to help 
rebuild one of America’s great cities. It 
is an undertaking that we must take 
seriously. 

Amid the allegations that Katrina 
evacuees’ relief supplies were found in 
the garages of government officials, it 
is obvious that there is a lot of poten-
tial abuse for misspending $100 billion 
of Federal money. It is with this in 
mind that I felt the need to urge my 
colleagues to exercise discretion when 
authorizing additional funding. 

Following yesterday’s subcommittee 
meeting, I knew that I had a duty to 
speak on behalf of the American tax-
payers. Only after intense scrutiny and 
with due diligence should we appro-
priate additional funds, making sure 
that government is doing its job, re-
building the schools and infrastruc-
ture. 

There were two statements given in 
testimony that were particularly trou-
bling to me. First was the mayor, who 
wants now to have a light rail system 
to facilitate future evacuations. Now, I 
am all for rebuilding New Orleans, but 
this is not an opportunity to get your 
Christmas list out and go fishing on 
pet projects. 

The other was the statement from 
the Governor. Someone on the com-
mittee asked how much money Lou-
isiana had spent to date. She had no 
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idea. No idea of how much money her 
State has spent? How can we trust this 
government with our money when it 
cannot account for its own? 

We have limited resources. This is 
the American taxpayers’ money. We 
need to spend it prudently and wisely. 
I ask for caution in spending American 
taxpayer dollars. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
SIGNIFICANT NARCOTICS TRAF-
FICKERS CENTERED IN COLOM-
BIA—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 109–61) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice 
to the Federal Register for publication, 
stating that the emergency declared 
with respect to significant narcotics 
traffickers centered in Colombia is to 
continue in effect beyond October 21, 
2005. The most recent notice con-
tinuing this emergency was published 
in the Federal Register on October 20, 
2004 (69 Fed. Reg. 61733). 

The circumstances that led to the 
declaration on October 21, 1995, of a na-
tional emergency have not been re-
solved. The actions of significant nar-
cotics traffickers centered in Colombia 
continue to pose an unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity, foreign policy, and economy of 
the United States and to cause unpar-
alleled violence, corruption, and harm 
in the United States and abroad. For 
these reasons, I have determined that 
it is necessary to maintain economic 
pressure on significant narcotics traf-
fickers centered in Colombia by block-
ing their property and interests in 
property that are in the United States 
or within the possession or control of 
United States persons and by depriving 
them of access to the U.S. market and 
financial system. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, October 19, 2005. 

f 

CULTURAL SENSITIVITY 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks, and include extraneous 
material.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not know how to get to the White 
House, but maybe you do. Could you 
please tell the President they need 
some cultural sensitivity training up 
there? 

When he sends out his ambassador, 
his good friend, Karen Hughes, and 
tells the Saudi women that she sees the 
day when they will drive cars and they 
laugh at her and tell her they like the 
way things are, there is something 
amiss. We are running this war on ter-
ror as though it was a war on Islam. We 
must change that. 

This morning’s Sydney Morning Her-
ald carries a story about our troops in 
Afghanistan which is very disturbing. 
It talks about our troops burning bod-
ies and then saying in the villages 
where this happened, ‘‘You allowed 
your fighters to be laid down facing 
west and be burnt. You are too scared 
to retrieve their bodies. This just 
proves you are the lady boys we always 
believed you to be. You attack and run 
away like women.’’ 

Now, when one talks like that to an 
Arab, they are asking for it. That is 
not leading to peace. That is not done 
by culturally sensitive people who are 
bringing American democracy. That is 
the language of people who ran Abu 
Ghraib. That is the kind of thing that 
brings us down, not raises us up. No 
elections, no trials of Saddam will 
change that. 

[From the Sidney Morning Herald, Oct. 19, 
2005] 

FILM ROLLS AS TROOPS BURN DEAD 
(By Tom Allard) 

U.S. soldiers in Afghanistan burnt the bod-
ies of dead Taliban and taunted their oppo-
nents about the corpses, in an act deeply of-
fensive to Muslims and in breach of the Ge-
neva conventions. 

An investigation by SBS’s Dateline pro-
gram, to be aired tonight, filmed the burning 
of the bodies. 

It also filmed a U.S. Army psychological 
operations unit broadcasting a message 
boasting of the burnt corpses into a village 
believed to be harbouring Taliban. 

According to an SBS translation of the 
message, delivered in the local language, the 
soldiers accused Taliban fighters near 
Kandahar of being ‘‘cowardly dogs’’. ‘‘You al-
lowed your fighters to be laid down facing 
west and burnt. You are too scared to re-
trieve their bodies. This just proves you are 
the lady boys we always believed you to be,’’ 
the message reportedly said. 

‘‘You attack and run away like women. 
You call yourself Taliban but you are a dis-
grace to the Muslim religion, and you bring 
shame upon your family. Come and fight like 
men instead of the cowardly dogs you are.’’ 

The burning of a body is a deep insult to 
Muslims. Islam requires burial within 24 
hours. 

Under the Geneva conventions the burial 
of war dead ‘‘should be honourable, and, if 
possible, according to the rites of the reli-
gion to which the deceased belonged’’. 

U.S. soldiers said they burnt the bodies for 
hygiene reasons but two reporters, Stephen 
Dupont and John Martinkus, said the expla-
nation was unbelievable, given they were in 
an isolated area. 

SBS said Australian special forces in Af-
ghanistan were operating from the same base 
as the U.S. soldiers involved in the incident, 

although no Australians took part in the ac-
tion. 

The incident is reminiscent of the psycho-
logical techniques used in Iraq’s Abu Ghraib 
prison. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

EDUCATION FUNDING SOLUTIONS 
FOR THE WEST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, a 
couple of weeks ago I had the oppor-
tunity of addressing this body and il-
lustrating a problem that we have, es-
pecially in the West. I think that prob-
lem can be illustrated best by two 
charts that we have here. 

The first chart, everything that is in 
blue in this chart is the amount of land 
that is owned by the Federal Govern-
ment in each State. The second one is 
everything that is in red are the States 
that are having the difficult time of ac-
tually funding their own education sys-
tems. Those are the States having the 
slowest growth in education. 

Now, I do not think it takes a rocket 
scientist to realize there is a correla-
tion between the red States having 
problems funding education and the 
blue States that are controlled by the 
Federal Government with all their 
land. It is not because these red States 
do not have high taxes. In fact, they 
have a higher tax than the yellow 
States. It is not because they do not 
have a commitment to education; they 
actually spend a greater percentage of 
their budget on education than the yel-
low States. The difference is, we have a 
cavalier attitude about public lands 
that we should realize hurts kids and it 
hurts their education in the West. 

Now, there is a solution to it; and it 
comes with a simple fruit, it is an 
apple, which stands for the Action Plan 
For Public Lands and Education. I wish 
I could say I was smart enough to have 
thought of it, but it was actually de-
signed by some State legislators work-
ing the Council State Governments 
West that recognized this problem and 
came up with a solution to it. 

There are two bills that we have 
which can deal with those solutions. 
The first one would say, all right, take 
all this blue land and allow the Federal 
Government to pay property tax on it. 
If the Federal Government paid the 
lowest rate of property tax on the land 
that is owned and controlled by them 
in the West, in fact, in the entire Na-
tion, they would add another $4 billion 
every year to the funding of public edu-
cation. That is a whole lot of money 
for us to come up with, although you 
could also look at it as the fact that 
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